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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-13 have been examined and claims 1-13 have been rejected. 

Drawings 

2. The drawings are objected to for the following reasons. A proposed drawing correction, 
corrected drawings, or amendment to the specification to add the reference sign(s) in the 
description, are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. 
2-1. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1.84(p)(5) because they 
do not include, for example, the following reference signs mentioned in the description: 

(a) proposal 165, as described in line 17 of page 7. 

(b) proposal 167, as described in line 19 of page 7. 

2-2. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) because they 
include, for example, the following reference signs not mentioned in the description: 

(a) 2 and 17, in Fig. 1. 

(b) 161, 172, 181, and 191, in Fig. 3. 

(c) 280, 281, 290, 291, and 292, in Fig. 5. 

(d) 310, 330, and 340, in Fig. 6. 

(e) 580 and 581, in Fig. 8. 

(f) 581, in Fig. 9. 

2-3. Fig. 5 displays many kinds of lines. A legend will be very helpful to particularly point 
out all the different meanings. 
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Specification 

3. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 
Appropriate correction is required. 

3-1 ♦ It appears that "Jini lookup services control 2221", as described in line 16 of page 10, 
should be "Jini lookup services control 221". 

3-2. It appears that "engagement manager 256", as described at pages 10-11, should be 
"engagement manager 25 1". 

3-3. It appears that "configuator", as described at pages 1 1-12, should be "configurator". 

4. The Examiner requests detailed information, e.g. user's manual, regarding Web Turbine 
of WHEELHOUSE as shown in Figures 5, 8-9, and 11-17 because they appear to be reasonably 
necessary to the examination of this application and cannot be found. 

Claim Objections 

5. Claims 8, 9, and 1 1 are objected to because of the following informalities. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

5-1. Regarding claim 8, there is no period to end the claim. 

5-2. Regarding claim 9, "in a respository ", as described in lines 2-3 of the claim. (Emphasis 
added.) 

5-3. Regarding claim 11, "said ate least one asset", as described in line 4 of the claim. 
(Emphasis added.) 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC§112 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

7. Claims 2-3 and 8-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

7-1. Claim 2 recites the limitation "executes said assets" in line 3 of the claim. It is indefinite 
about the "said assets" because both claim 1 and claim 2 recite "assets". In other words, it is 
unclear which of the following assets are referred to by the "said assets", (1) "a plurality of 
assets", (2) "at least one asset", or (3) the retrieved "assets". Furthermore, it is unclear whether 
the retrieved "assets" refer to the selected "at least one asset". For the purpose of claim 
examination, the Examiner will presume that "said assets" refers to "said retrieved assets" and 
the retrieved "assets" refer to the selected "at least one asset". 

7-2. Claim 3 recites the limitation "execution of said assets" in lines 2-3 of the claim. It is 
indefinite about the "said assets" because both claim 1 and claim 2 recite "assets" as detailed in 
section 7-1 above. For the purpose of claim examination, the Examiner will presume that 
"execution of said assets" refers to "execution of said retrieved assets" and the retrieved "assets" 
refer to the selected "at least one asset". 

7-3. Claim 8 recites the limitation "said plurality of artifacts" in line 3 of the claim. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim, 

7-4. Claim 12 recites the limitation "executing said at least one asset" in line 5 of the claim. 
However, this limitation has already been recited in the independent claim 8. 
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7-5. Claims not specifically rejected above are rejected as being dependent on a rejected 
claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

9. Claims 1-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Bowman- 
Amuah, U.S. Patent 6,742,015 issued May 25, 2004 and filed August 31, 1999. 

9-1. Regarding claim 1, Bowman- Amuah discloses an engagement modeling system 
comprising: 

a repository for storing a plurality of artifacts corresponding to an engagement 
(Repository 5006, Fig. 50); 

a library having a plurality of assets, wherein said assets are processes which utilize at 
least one of said plurality of artifacts for use in an engagement (Example Tools 5004 and 
Example Deliverables 5002, Fig. 50); and 

means for selecting at least one asset from said library of assets and for executing said at 
least one asset (Example Deliverables 5002, Fig. 50). 

9-2. Regarding claim 2, Bowman- Amuah further discloses said means for selecting includes 
an application server which receives a user request, retrieves assets corresponding to said user 
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request from said library, and executes said retrieved assets (netcentric architecture, Fig. 10 and 
relationship in Fig. 50). 

9-3. Regarding claim 3, Bowman- Amuah further discloses said application server further 
retrieves artifacts from said repository in connection with execution of said retrieved assets 
(Repository 5006 and Common Information Model 5008, Fig. 50). 
9-4. Regarding claim 4, Bowman- Amuah further discloses said library includes: 
asset storage containing said assets (Storage 5106, Fig. 51); and 

metadata storage containing metadata corresponding to and identifying each asset in said 
asset storage (stored as additional data, column 235, lines 40-51). 

9-5. Regarding claim 5, Bowman- Amuah further discloses said assets include at least one 
application package which references a plurality of assets in said library for execution (Example 
Deliverables 5002, Fig. 50). 

9-6. Regarding claim 6, Bowman-Amuah further discloses said means for selecting includes a 
plurality of computers jointly operating in a distributed computing environment (netcentric 
architecture, Fig. 10). 

9-7. Regarding claim 7, Bowman-Amuah further discloses comprising an asset editor for 
creating and adding assets to the library (Design Example Deliverables 5002 including Example 
Tools 5004, Fig. 50). 

9-8. Regarding claim 8, Bowman-Amuah further discloses a method for modeling service 
engagements comprising the steps of: 

storing a plurality of assets in a library, wherein said assets are processes (Example Tools 
5004 and Example Deliverables 5002, Fig. 50) which utilize at least one of said plurality of 
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artifacts for use in an engagement (Repository 5006 and Common Information Model 5008, Fig. 
50); 

selecting at least one asset from said library of assets (Construction Example Deliverables 
5002 including Example Tools 5004, Fig. 50); and 

executing said at least one asset (Analysis of Example Deliverables 5002 using Example 
Tools 5004, Fig. 50). 

9-9. Regarding claim 9, Bowman- Amuah further discloses comprising the step of: 

storing at least one artifact created during execution of said at least one asset in a 
repository (Recommended Artifact Storage 5106, Fig. 51). 

9-10. Regarding claim 10, Bowman-Amuah further discloses comprising the step of: 

accessing a repository of artifacts for use during execution of said at least one asset 

(Repository 5006 and Common Information Model 5008, Fig. 50). 

9-11. Regarding claim 11, Bowman-Amuah further discloses comprising the steps of: 

executing at least a second asset which accesses (Analysis of Example Deliverables 5002 

including other Example Tools 5004, Fig. 50); and 

accessing an artifact in said repository which was accessed during execution of said at 

least one asset, for use during execution of said at least a second asset (Repository 5006 and 

Common Information Model 5008, Fig. 50). 

9-12. Regarding claim 12, Bowman-Amuah further discloses selecting step includes the steps 
of: 

receiving a user request (Client wishes to find some Services, Fig. 74); 
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retrieving at least one asset from said library corresponding to said user request (Example 
Tools 5004 included in the Example Deliverables 5002, Fig. 50). 

9-13. Regarding claim 13, Bowman- Amuah further discloses said at least one asset is an 
application package which references at least one other asset stored in said library, and wherein 
said executing step includes the steps of: 

executing said application package (Analysis of Example Deliverables 5002, Fig. 50); 

retrieving said at least one other asset from said library in response to execution of said 
application package (other Example Tools 5004 included in the Example Deliverables 5002, Fig. 
50); and 

executing said at least one other asset (Analysis of Example Deliverables 5002 including 
the other Example Tools 5004, Fig. 50). 

Conclusion 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to Applicant's 
disclosure. 

Reference to Braddy, U.S. Patent 6,141,759 issued October 31, 2000, is cited as 
disclosing a request broker software system. 

Reference to Tibbetts, U.S. Patent 6,158,044 issued December 5, 2000, is cited as 
disclosing a proposal based architecture system. 

Reference to Findeisen, "The Metaview System", citeseer.ist.psu.edu/19330.html, June 
1994, pages 1-11, is cited as disclosing a CASE meta-system divided into three levels. 
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Reference to Constantopoulos et al., "The Software Information Base: A Server for 
Reuse", VLDB Journal: Very Large Data Base, Volume 4, number 1, 1995, pages 1-43, is cited 
as disclosing an experimental software repository system for reusable software components. 
11. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to Herng-der Day whose telephone number is (703) 305-5269. The 
Examiner can normally be reached on 9:00 - 17:30. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Jean Homere can be reached on (703) 308-6647. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3900. 



Herng-der Day 
August 23, 2004 




